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That the Ar 


AV bee the Author of the Right of the Archbiſhop to 
c. from ſome little Exceptions lately talen by the 


Continue, 


Writer of Two Letters concerning the Choice of Members, G Q“o * : * 


ST 


” HAT this Writer pretends to cite 
from the Right of the Archbiſhop , 
Cc. is one conrinu'd Miſrepreſenta- 
tion; the Occaſion, Deſign, and 
Extentof the Words, as they ſtand 


in that Book, being widely different from the Pur- 


poſe for which he produces them. The Paſlage 


P. 116. is this: If the Prince be inclin'd to ſuch Inter- 


miſſions Cof Convocation- buſineſs] he need not the 
Aſfiſtance of the Archbiſhop's Power of Adjourning, 


when his «wn Proroguing or Not-Summoning will do 
it as legally and more che 


ectuallyj. This Writer ſays, 
They are brought by way of Anſwer to an Objection, 

Fbiſnops Adjourning- Power may ena- 
ble the Prince to ſuppreſs Convocations: When 


he could not but ſee in the very Page to which 
he refers, how the Author's Plea is, that the Power 


of Adjourning can at moſt but ſuſpend Convocation- 
buſineſs for the preſent; the Laws already made 


(under which che Church has fo long flouriſh'd, ) 


being no way affected by it: And this was a pro- 


per Reply to thoſe Suggeſtions of the two Books. 


was anſwering , Thar this Power in the Arch- 
biſhop enables him to void the Privileges of this 
National Church, and alter or deſtroy the Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Conſtitution, Frightful Words! made uſe of 
only to terrify and amuſe unwary Readers. 4 
To invalidate the Objection yet farther, the Au- 


chor of the Right, c. adds, that this Power does 


not abſolutely enable the Archbiſhop even to ſu- 
ſpend Convocation- buſineſs, becauſe the Prince has 


A right to require the conſideration of ſuch particu- 


lar Matters as he ſhall ſee cauſe to recommend: 


cept this Writer will either deny, that the King 


cannot Prorague and Not- ummon a Convocation, or 
ſay that theſe do not Ge Convocation-butineſs. 
But, (q hs he, pig.) the 


laſt Advocate, meaning 
the Author I a 


now defending, roundly affirms 
that the Nin, N nen, vo ay" ON 2 
arli 


29 
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Convocation; when he Jurhmons a ament. Where- 


as, that Advocate ſays not, directly or indirectly, 
one word about 4 Paniament ; but argues only to 


# 


{Ia 
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while, by conſequence, in his Power alſo to ſuſpend * 
Or, if the Prince alſo be inclin d to ſuch Intermiſſions, 


he need not the Aſiſtance of the Archbiſhop's Power 
ef Adjourning , when his own Proroguing or Not-ſum- 
moning will do ãt as legally and more effectually. 
Which Argument is directly to the purpoſe; ex- 


Convocation- buſineſs, without the. leaſt Afliſtance g 1 
from the Archbiſhop. And when theſe two Bo- E 
dies are come together, and the Meetings held, the "oi 
AQ lays no Reſtraint upon the King's 3 1 
Power; which is as much to our preſent Pont 
(7. e. ſuſpends Convocation- buſineſs a much) 2 19 
che Not qummoning could do, For, Nn ragdly? OY 


vances of other kinds towards giving the Lower- 
houſe the appearance of a Pre. erkannt : 


8 


KM 


| 9 „%%% ORR 5 
this effect, That any Prince who-ſtafl defire tio 
have the buſineſs of Conyocation ſ ended, may 
do it as well without as with the Nrchbim ; 


Power of Adjourning, becauſe. it is in h nn * 
power, for a time, not to ſummon either Parliament 

or Convocation, and alſo to Proragie both as nge 
ſees occafion. This is all that th Argument re- 
juir d, and all chat could be inet by che Au- 
thor; who is ſo far from interpoſing in the Dif- 
pute about the concurrent Meetings of Pliament 
and Convocation, that he plainly avgids it, and regs # 4 
fers the Deciſion to the Perſons under whoſe conſfj s 3 
deration it remains, in theſe plain words, Mom f 2 V 5 
they | the Clergy] have a right in Law to be um- AE 
mon d with every Parliament, isa Queſtion ſtill de- A. { 00 IJ 
pending. The words are in the 131 pag. of tha 3 
Book, and, had they not been c@hiceal'd by tile 
Cenſurer of it, would have ſufficiently conftuted © _ 
his unfair Interpretation of the other Paſſage. Burt 
tis ſo hard to convince Men, ofany Advantage ariſingg 

from the Execution of his Præmunientes-Clauſe 
that he is forc'd to ſer his Invention a-work fox © © 
imaginary Fears and Dangers of any kind; and then 


2 7 


applies the Clauſe he contends for, by way of Reme- 5 


dy , that it may ſeem at leaſt not to be wholly uſeleſs. A 4 
Bur, in the preſent caſe, it could be no Reme- 


dy, ſuppoſing a real Danger to requireits With ot IN 8 


the utmoſt Authority this Writer can give the Pra- 
munientes, it could only bring the Clergy together, 
with the Parliament; which, ever ſince the Tu, 
ennial Act, tis in the King's Power not to ſummon 

tor the greateſt part of three Years ; and all tkar 


think that this Writer, however he have made ad. F 4 


would yer imitate and even ſurpaſs a neighbaur- 
ing Nation in that tarcher Claim, of ſitting and | 


att ing as long as they pleafE, in defiance of His M.. 
jeſt y's Prorogation or Dilution. „„ I 
— D - . 24. 
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And yet no Man Per, to what extravagant de- 
grees the ng Exemptions and Independences 
may riſe, if indu pd or conniv'd at in the begin- 
ning. Thoſe öf che Lower-hoult, 
ry Step by which they were to mount 
of courſe to bring their Metropolitan and 17 
much lower. It was therefore time for the 


that Book, ¶ whereſoeuer, or by whomſoever drawn. 


ap,) wich a dutiful Endeavour to protect the 


at Rights of his Eccleſiaſtical Superiours, and 
hereby the Conſtitution of our Epi ſoopal- Church, 


A apainfpall ſuch Approaches to Presbytery: And it 


had been early enough 


pronounce the Claims of the Archbiſhop Exorbi- 
tant, after he had ſeen the late Vindication of 
them fairly con futed, and his Grace or his Bre- 


thren prov'd to inſiſt upon any Rights now, that 


1 —ͤ — 


(4 


the laſt COnvo- 
cation, were going on apace in that way, and eye- - 

on, 10g on apa 5 Nor wk" 
ps, 10. . 
| riends 
of Epiſcopacy to interpoſe ; as did the Author of 


for this Warm Writer to 


* 


in Several Forms of that Mandate. 
The Reply made to this by the Author of th 
Right of the Archbiſhop, is drawn from. a Variety of 
Mandates in ſeveral Ages, recorded in the Regi- 
ſers of the Archiepiſcopal See. Which Mandates, 
nd "oo cha Seventy in number, were Uiſtihaly 


view ad by a -Publick Notary, 1 of that 


Cue Appeak'd in any of them. eupoh, an 
Atteſtation thereof was made under the Notary's 
Hand; and being Publiſhr at the beginning of that 
Book; is as Clear an Evidence as own be dei d. 
both that theſe words could be no proper part of 


the Mandate, and that Dr. Kennet's Citation of 


it was fair and ingenuous. N 
But the Writer of chis Second Letter (which 
ſeems to have been ſent abtoad in great and 


Confuſion, to prevent the Shame tat he ſaw com- 


ing upon him from a Miſrepreſentation in the fiſt, 
more groſs than that of the Mandate) — 


have not been ever enjoy d and exercis d by their 
II. If he had not refoly'd to overlook every thing 


to make the World believe, Tbat in the ven Re- 
giſters of the Archbiſhop, to which this Attoſlatiun 
refers, there is more than one iamate \with thit 


1 | 90 | 
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dearly explairfd himſelf upon char Head, ſnewing, 
that the Archbiſhop's Continuing with, or wit hout, 


L. the Conſent of his Brethren, has not the leaſt In- 
fluence upon the Diſpure with the Lower-hoyſe : 


which made it plain enough that the ſole power of his 


 Fracecouldonly be meant to (exclude the Lower- 


Houſe, and to deny that they have any part in Con- 


. chat lay inthe way of his own Schemes, he could very Clauſe in it e that there is | alfo;ground -to be- 
12 never have mis d that little Cavil about the Archbi- eve, that the Editor ef the Beet wut not mlt. 
. 4 ev ſhop's SOLE"POWER.6f Continuing; after the Vin- ly 4 Stranger to them at the moment be pabliſht 
oP dicator of his Grace's Right, (P. 121, 122.) had ſo Mr. Tyllotr's Atteſtation; and that "tis Certain, 


that he hath fmce been | convinc'd in this reſpeit, and 
yet ſuffer d that Atteſtation to imp upon the World 

for fre Weeks together. 54% N arti 
The plain tendency. of rhis Charge, is, to raiſe 


a Syſpicion at leaſt, that there is one or more Man- 


dates with that Clauſe in the [Regiſters of the 
Archbiſhop; and that rheſe were concenſ d from 


" "A 2 — TS . 
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 » rinvarions. It was, I confeſs, art ful enough in the 
Writers of that fide to ſtart ſuch a Nicety, in 
hopes it might improve into a Diſpute and Diffe- 


the _ when he viewd: the ſeventy that have 
it not. If this was fo, it muſt be o md a very 
diſingenuous Part in the Over; but if not, highly 


3 ener in the Upper-houſe ; but God be thank'd it injurious and-unchriſtian in the Accaſer,” Ip 
1 ' has had no ſuch Effect there: On the contrary, The Author of the Right of tbe Archbiſhop, No. 
their Lordſhips, ſenſible of the deſogn and tendency in Vindication of his om Integrity, affixms upon 


of theſe Proceedings, the more vehement oppo- 

firion they meet with, ſeem to unite the cloſer 1. That he neitherknows nor believes, -thar here 
nin the common defence of the Rights and Autho- is, or ever was, in the:Archbiſhop's 22 
© rity of their Order. dne Mandate with that Clauſe, or with any words 


the word of aChriftian, as follows : 


III. Having vindicated the Author of the Right of to that effect. 2 
#he Archbiſhop, Cc. from the Miſrepreſentations of 2. That when the Atteſtation was publiſhr, he 
did not know or believe that chere was any where. 


mus letter, Imuſt ge on to dohim juſtice againſt che 
malicious Suggeſtions of a late Additional Paper 


pon the Subject; and that, in a point of more 
render concern, his Integrity. | x 3 
e is well known, how the Advocate for the 


| "Power of the Lower-Houſe to adjourn it ſelf, cited a 


Uhnſe from the Archiepiſcopal Mandate, requi- 
ring the Proctors of the Cathedral and Dioceſan 
*Ciergy to come up wich Powers to Conſent to Con- 
Unuations; and how Dr. Kennet, who had cited 


'the Mandate without that Clauſe, was reprov'd by 
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elſe more than one Form of a Mandate with ſuch 
a Clauſe; of which one he chere ſpeaks, as 
hap ning upon a remarkable Conteſt between the 
Metropolitical and Legatin Authority; and affirms 
that à particular account thereof was then under- 
taken by another hand, and the part relating 


e 
480. | 
f cn Sa! A Al there ne- 


ver was more than one ſuch Form of an Archiepiſ- 
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ther, Which being accounted for upon the ſelf- 


fame Conteſt between the Metropolitan and Legat, 


can have no influence upon the preſent Cauſe ; 
and making the number but two in all, is far from 
juſtifying the firſt Aſſertion, that there are Several 


in that very form; and laſtly, not being in the 


Regiſters of the Archbiſhop does no way affect 
or invalidate the foreſaid Atteſtation. | 

This is fair and open dealing ; not like the Ac- 
cuſer's Evaſive way, who according to the cratty 
method of che worſt ſort of Slanderers, would in- 
ſinuare imo others the belief of what he himſelf 
dare not affirm. He will not ſay, that there is 
one or more Mandates of that fort in the Regiſters 


of the Archbiſhop, nor that he himſelf believes 


it: when yet, had he ſuſpected their being there, 
he might eaſily have made himſelf, or a Friend, 
an Eye-witneſs of it: And I ap to the world, 
whether by all the rules of Juſtice and Conſcience 
he ought not ro have made that Examination be- 
fore he undertook to diſperſe theſe Malicious Sug- 


geſtions ; and whether his declining to make it, 


be not an evident mark of his Convict ion, or his fear 
at leaſt, that he ſhould not meet with any ſuch 
Mandates there. we 


This appears in his very manner of expreffing the 


Charge: he would not ſay directly, that theſe things 
really are as he inſinuates, becauſe there would be 


an eaſy way to confute him; but he asks his Friend, 


Would. you believe that in the very Regiſters of the 
Archbiſhop there ſhould be more than one Mandate 
with this very Clauſe in it? And, Fame 
ſays, that ſuch Mandates there are in thoſe very Regi- 
ſters. It is an art that ſome Men have got, firſt to 
ſpread a Fame and then to quote it. But, I hope, 
that Author will not expect to have it thought, 
that in a matter ſo immediately affecting his In- 

tegrity, he would have reſted in common Fame, or 
ſpar'd his Adverſary, and ſuffer d the Scandal to lay 
upon himſelf ever ſince the publication of that 
Book, had he imagin d that any thing in thoſe 
Regiſters would have contributed to his Defence. 
If he were to be calld to a clear and open Declara- 
tion, whether himſelf really believd what he in- 
ſinuated, I am apt to think it would be a difficul- 
ty upon him. However, the perſon who is in- 


jurd in this caſe, entirely conſcious of his own. 


Integrity, challenges him to make good the 
charge; and in default thereof, thinks he has 2 
right to expect a publick Reparat ion thagymay reach - 
as far as the Slander has done. e 
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